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DO  YOUR  SENATORS  AND  YOUR  CONGRESSMAN 


X 
X 

1.  Support  continued  governmental  prpgram  of  generous  food  shipments  abroad?  * 

2.  Siipport  world  disarmament,  including  abolition  of  atomic  weapons?  * 

3.  Support  admission  of  at  least  U25,000  refugees  into  the  United  States  now?  * 
U.  Oppose  universal  military  training  and  draft  extension? 


Have  you  written  or  interviewed  them  on  these  questions? 
Will  you  let  us  know  what  their  attitudes  are? 


xxxxxxxxx-xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx-xxxxxxx 
UNITED  STATES  DECISION  ON  WORLD  RELIEF  HANGS  IN  THE  BALANCE 


i'iorello  H.  LaGuardia,  Director-General  of  UNRRA,  told  the  representatives  of  the  United 
Nations  at  the  Assembly  meeting  on  November  11  that  it  was  their  responsibility  to  make 
rangements  so  that  serious  food  crises  would  not  develop  in  19U7.  Percy  Wells,  British 
ielegate,  agreed  "that  the  food  shortage  unquestionably  was  the  primary  problem  facing  the 

torld."  UNRRA  ends  its  relief  operations  in  Europe  December  31  and  in  Asia  March  31 >  and 
0  far  no  adequate  program  of  continuing  relief  has  been  set  up. 

^aGuardia  estimated  that  one  billion  dollars  worth  of  food  was  needed,  but  proposed  a  fund 
)f  four  hundred  million  dollars  to  take  care  of  the  most  urgent  needs.  If  the  United  States 
jontributed  h9%,  our  part  would  be  $196,000,000.  This  United  Nations  Food  Emergency  Fund 
lould  be  administered  by  the  governments  involved.  His  plan  would  be  inproved  by  a  system 
;>f  inspection  so  that  we  could  know  i^ether  the  food  actually  reached  people  in  need. 

n  the  other  hand,  the  official  State  Department  position  has  been  that  of  bilateral  agree- 
nents  to  loan  money  to  governments  needing  to  buy  food.  The  present  American  position  runs 
Into  too  much  danger  of  helping  our  political  friends  and  letting  the  rest  of  the  world  go 
lungry.  Either  the  LaGuardia  p3^  or  the  State  Department  plan  of  loans  would  require 
Congressional  appropriations.  The  important  thing  is  to  see  that  hungry  people  get  food 
this  winter. 


[he  LaGuardia  plan  seems  more  adequate,  altho\igh  it  is  still  not  enough.  What  really  is  at 
stake  is  irtiether  the  United  States  will  8\:?)port  international  and  broad  scale  efforts  for 
both  the  emergency  period  and  the  long  range  solution  of  food  distribution  at  the  same  time 
that  we  are  asking  for  international  control  of  atomic  energy,  an  international  trade 
organization,  and  other  international  agencies. 

rhis  year  the  United  States  has  had  the  largest  wheat  and  com  crops  in  our  country’s  his¬ 
tory  —  1,169, U22, 000  bushels  of  idieat  and  3,380,672,000  bushels  of  com,  according  to 
Bstimates  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Only  2^0,000,000  bushels  of  wheat  have  been 
earmarked  for  e3q>ort  as  over  against  U25,000,000  shipped  during  the  last  crop  year. 

^0  conqprehensive  plans  have  been  worked  out  for  the  tremendous  needs  of  India  and  China. 

The  United  States  should  support  the  Food  and  Agriculture  Organization  to  the  full  in  its 
attesqpt  to  increase  world  fo^  production  and  see  that  it  is  distributed  without  undue 
fluctuations  in  prices  and  with  some  provision  for  carry-over  of  non-perishable  stocks  from 
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fat  years  to  lean  ones.  Neither  short  time  nor  long  time  plans  for  meeting  the  world's 
hunger  or  using  surpluses  are  yet  adequate.  Congress  should  be  willing  to  ^>end  the  neces¬ 
sary  money  to  see  that  the  hungry  people  of  the  world  get  every  bit  of  food  that  the  Uni^d 
States  could  share  this  year,  because  the  world  now  faces  a  ten  millioii  ton  gap  between 
food  needs  and  food  shipments  unless  something  heroic  is  dcme.  Not  only  food  is  needed, 
but  agricultural  implements,  seeds,  fertilizers,  livestock  should  be  8i:9)plied  in  quantity 
so  that  countries  may  be  able  to  grow  a  larger  proportion  of  their  food  requirements  next 
year.  Peace  cannot  be  built  on  the  bones  of  dwKi  (^ildren  nor  democracy  nourished  in  the 
hearts  of  half-starred  men  and  women  who  could  be  fed  if  we  were  detendned  that  they 
should  be  fed. 


PRESIDENT  CALLS  FOR  ADIilSSION  OF  UORE  REFUGEES 

On  October  U,  19U6  President  Truman  said:  "I  state  again,  as  I  hare  on  previous  occasions, 
that  the  immigration  laws  of  other  countries,  including  the  United  States,  should  be 
liberalized  with  a  view  to  the  admission  of  displaced  persons.  I  am  prepcured  to  make  such 
a  recommendation  to  the  Congress  and  to  continue  as  energetically  as  possible  collaboration 
with  other  countries  on  the  whole  problem  of  displaced  persons.” 

President's  Request  Not  Complied  With.  On  December  22,  19U5  the  PresidMit  directed  the 

Department  of  State,  the  Department  of  Justice,  and 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  to  use  the  Central  European  quotas,  totaling 
about  39,000  a  year,  primarily  for  displaced  persons,  let  by  the  middle  of  S^tember  19ii6, 
nine  months  later,  only  U,506  displaced  persons  had  been  admitted  to  the  United  States. 

How  Many  Should  the  U.S.  Receive?  While  estimates  vary  cm  the  nmber  of  displaced  persons 

in  Europe  because  of  the  war  and  political  persecution, 
it  is  believed  that  850,000  is  probably  the  minimnai  number  who  cannot,  or  ought  not,  go  back 
to  the  countries  in  which  they  were  bom.  There  is  a  growing  feeling  among  persons 
Interested  in  this  question  that  the  United  States  should  receive  at  least  one'  half  of  this 
minimum  number,  with  countries  such  as  Argentina,  Australia,  Brazil,  Canada,  Sweden  and 
other  nations  not  devastated  by  war  admitting  the  other  half. 

Liberalization  of  Law  Needed.  Our  present  inmigration  laws  provide  for  a  total  admission 

of  1539879  per  year  frcxa  the  idiole  world.  82^  of  this  num¬ 
ber  is  allocated  to  Northern  and  Western  Europe  with  83,57U  for  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
and  25,957  for  Germany.  Yet  in  the  15  year  period  from  1930  to  19UU,  from  Northern  and 
Western  Europe  only  one-fifth  of  this  number  came  on  the  average.  Another  difficulty  with 
the  present  law  is  that  not  more  than  10^  of  a  year's  quota  can  be  filled  in  any  one  month, 
but  unused  quotas  are  not  cumulative,  so  that  places  once  lost  cannot  be  filled  later. 

Quotas  Should  be  Consolidated  and  Made  Cumulative.  In  the  seventeen  year  period  from  June 

30,  1929  and  June  30,  19U6  unfilled 

quotas  amounted  to  2,05U,U6l.  Even  if  only  the  total  unused  quotas  of  556, 25U  for  the  last 
four  years —  the  war  years  —  were  allocate  for  displaced  persons  without  reference  to 
national  origin,  the  problem  of  receiving  some  1;50,000  refugees  could  be  easily  solved.  On 
the  present  basis  of  quotas  countr5.es  of  national  origin,  the  plight  of  European  refugees 
is  insoluble  so  far  as  United  States  help  is  concerned,  as  shown  by  the  following  ex£U]q)lest 
Of  the  919,380  displaced  perscms  in  canqps  in  Germany,  Axistria,  and  Italy  on  May  31,  19U6, 
there  were  U60,500  natives  of  Poland  whose  yearly  quota  is  6,521;;  97,800  of  Latvia,  idiose 

quota  is  236;  U6,890  of  Yugoslavia,  idiose  quota  is  8U5;  and  31,770  of  Estonia,  ^ose 

quota  is  116. 

"Inasmuch  as  ye  did  it  not  unto  one  of  the  least  of  these  ay  brethren,  ye  did  it  not  to  me.” 
(Matthew  25tl45*) 

Action:  Write  youi*  Representative  and  your  two  Senators  asking  th^  to  stqpport  legislation 
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making  it  possible  for  the  Ihiited  States  to  help  resettle  at  least  four  or  fiTe  hundred 
thousand  displaced  persons  and  mar  refugees  here  as  our  part  of  morld  reconstruction*  See 
that  this  question  is  thoroughly  discussed  in  your  coraixinity*  Write  the  President  en¬ 
couraging  his  efforts  to  receive  refugees. 

DOLLJJIS  AND  WXtLD  PEACE 

With  a  Republican  majority  in  Congress «  there  is  vigorous  talk  of  cutting  the  amount  of  ap¬ 
propriations  during  the  next  Congrass  —  a  subject  mlth  idilch  me  mill  deal  in  an  early 
newsletter  idMn  more  detailed  figures  are  available  for  this  year's  appropriations. 

However,  the  United  States  is  spending  only  a  tiny  fraction  of  its  appropriations  for  the 
international  agencies  created  to  develop  a  peaceful  world*  Secretary  Trygve  Lie  has 
revealed  that  the  total  cost  of  running  the  United  Nations  this  year  mill  amount  to  approx¬ 
imately  il9>600,000*  The  budget  for  19U7  calls  for  esqpendltures  of  $23,790,CXX)  trocn  the  5U 
nations  conprislng  its  membership.  Senator  Vandenberg  has  proposed  that  the  United  States 
should  not  pay  more  than  33%  this  year  and  25^  next  year  of  the  total  United  Nations  biidget. 

Due  in  part  to  Russian  objecti(ms,  the  proposed  budget  for  the  International  Refugee  Or¬ 
ganisation,  a  Ikiited  Nations  functional  agency*,  mas  cut  from  $263>000,000  to  $160,000,000 
and  even  that  has  not  yet  been  assured*  Tet  the  United  States  Army  spent  $1359000,000  on 
the  Canol  oil  project  in  Canada  idilch  produced  no  oil  during  the  mar. 

The  State  Department  received  an  appropriation  of  $128,008,752  for  all  its  various  activi¬ 
ties  including  international  conferences  and  information  services  around  the  world*  Com¬ 
pare  the  figures  spent  by  the  whole  morld  on  the  United  Nations  and  on  refugees,  and  by  our 
government  on  the  State  Department  with  the  current  a^roprlations  for  the  Amy  and  Navy 
(exclusive  of  transfers,  reappropriations,  or  deficiency  appropriations,  and  not  including 
$2,U7996639210  for  terminal  leave  pay  of  enlisted  men  voted  August  2)s 

War  Department  $7 , 263  >  5U2  ,UCX) 

Navy  Department  11,11996599300 

ARMY  SEEKS  UNIVERSAL  UILITARY  TRAINING  BILL  EARLY  IN  THE  NEXT  CONGRESS 

The  War  Department  on  October  2  called  for  enactment  by  Congress  of  a  ccmpulsory  military 
training  law*  The  Amy's  peacetime  draft  plans  call  for  a  full  year  of  ndlitary  training. 
The  year  is  divided  into  six  months  spent  in  regular  military  camps  and  the  equivalent  of 
the  other  six  months  in  other  training,  ostensibly  at  the  qptlon  of  the  trainee  either  in 
the  National  Guard  at  weekly  drills  for  several  years,  or  in  the  R.O.T.C*  in  college  for 
four  years,  or  in  the  Enlisted  Reserve,  or  in  the  Regular  Amy  or  Navy. 

The  Army  proposes  drafting  all  mentally  and  physically  fit  young  men  between  18  and  20*  The 
Amy  expects  about  726,000  per  year  and  that  the  Navy  mould  train  the  remainder,  approxi¬ 
mately  2759OOO*  The  New  York  Times  said  on  October  39  "The  aim  of  the  War  Department  in 
releasing  the  plan  now  was  to  endeavor  to  win  public  STq)port  for  it  by  the  time  the  Eight¬ 
ieth  Congress  convenes  in  January."  On  October  5  the  Citizens  Committee  for  Military  Train¬ 
ing  of  Young  Men  launched  a  nation-wide  drive  for  such  legislation  with  a  one-day  8yiq;>o8ium 
in  New  York  City  which  included  high  ranking  members  of  the  Amy  and  Navy  and  10  veterans 
organizations . 

The  American  Legion  at  its  San  Francisco  Convention  recommended  four  months  basic  training 
instead  of  the  Amy's  six  months  basic  training  in  camps*  Otherwise  the  Any  and  the 
American  Legion  plans  are  almost  identical* 

This  forecasts  the  real  showdown,  early  in  19U79  we  believe,  on  peacetime  conscription*  The 
Associated  Press  reported  on  November  I8  that  the  Azmy  had  not  decided  finally  whether  to 
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esk  Congress  for  draft  extension  beyond  March  31,  but  that  a  final  decision  would  be  made 
by  Secretary  of  War  Patterson  and  General  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower  on  the  question  of  concen¬ 
trating  War  Department  energy  on  a  determined  cas^aign  for  universal  military  training. 

Max  Lemer  in  P.M.  wrote  on  October  22,  "America*  s  problem  is  not  to  surrender  to  the 
generals  but  to  strengthen  the  civilian  controls  over  them.  Generals  may  know  how  to  fight 
a  war,  but  our  problem  is  how  to  avoid  one.  Generals  may  know  how  to  crush  social  unrest 
in  a  depression,  but  our  problem  is  how  to  prevent  one." 

RUSSIANS  ASK  UNITED  NATIONS  TO  REDUCE  WORLD  ARMAMENTS 

V.  M.  Molotov,  Soviet  Foreign  Minister,  on  October  29  called  for  immediate  action  by  the 
United  Nations  for  world  reduction  in  armaments  and  a  ban  on  the  atomic  bcNnb.  "Now  that  the 

disarmament  of  the  principal  aggressive  countries  has  been  carried  out  and  measures  have 

been  taken  to  restrict  sharply  the  armaments  of  other  ex-enemy  states,  the  time  has  come  to 

effect  measures  to  carry  out  a  general  restriction  of  armaments,"  said  Mr.  Molotov.  Number 

U  of  the  Soviet  proposals  reads  t 

"U)  The  General  Assembly  calls  \q)on  the  governments  of  all  states  to  render  every 
possible  assistance  to  the  Security  Council  in  this  responsible  undertaking,  the 
accomplishment  of  which  conforms  to  the  establishment  of  stable  peace  and  inter¬ 
national  secinrity  and  also  serves  the  interests  of  the  people  by  lightening  their 
heavy  economic  burden  caused  by  excessive  expenditures  for  armaments  which  do  not 
correspond  to  peaceful  post-war  conditions." 

Former  Senator  Warren  R.  Austin,  chief  of  the  American  delegation,  replied: 

"After  the  last  war  we  made  the  mistake  of  disarming  unilaterally.  We  shall  not 
repeat  that  mistake.  The  United  States  is  prepared  to  cooperate  fully  with  all 
other  members  of  the  United  Nations  in  disarmament.  It  advocates  effective  safe¬ 
guards  by  ^ay  of  inspection  and  other  means  to  protect  complying  states  against 
hazards  of  violation  and  invasion." 

The  United  States  should  take  the  lead  for  world  disarmament.  We  have  a  navy  larger  than 
all  the  rest  of  the  navies  of  the  world  put  together.  Si9>posedly  it  is  the  only  nation 
actually  possessing  atom  bombs.  Our  country  is  to  be  host  to  the  United  Nations,  but 
neither  the  United  Nations  nor  world  government  can  succeed  in  a  competitively  armed  world. 

PRESIDENT  APPOINTS  ATOMIC  ENERGY  CCaOdSSION 

On  October  28  President  Truman  appointed,  subject  to  confirmation  by  Congress  in  January, 
the  five-man  civilian  control  c(m]^sslon  provided  for  under  the  McMahon  Bill  enacted  as 
Public  Law  No.  585*  These  men  are:  David  E.  Lilienthal,  former  head  of  TVA;  Robert  F. 
Bacher,  atomic  physicist  and  scientific  consultant  to  Bernard  M.  Baruch,  American  represen¬ 
tative  on  the  United  Nations  At<milc  Energy  Commission;  Sumner  T.  Pike,  former  government 
official  in  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and  in  the  OPA;  Lewis  L.  Strauss,  War¬ 
time  Rear  Admiral  in  charge  of  Ordnance  Inspection;  and  W.  W.  Waymack,  editor  of  the  Des 
Moines  (Iowa)  Register.  There  is  still  the  task  of  achieving  international  agreement  on  the 
international  control  of  atcmiic  energy  and  its  application  to  human  welfare  instead  of  being 
devoted  to  the  present  atomic  armaments  race. 

Write  today  to  Congressman  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr.  and  to  Senator  Robert  A.  Taft  asking  them 
and  the  Republicans  to  s\q>port  a  vigorous  program  of  world  disarmament  and  opposition  to 
conpulsory  military  training  and  draft  extension,  Martin  offered  a  resolution  last  year 
for  international  abolition  of  conscription  and  Taft  spoke  against  peacetime  conscription. 
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U*S*  proposal  on  disarmament  placed  before  United  Nations  -  United  States 
qiialifiee  approval  of  Russian  disarmament  plan  -  The  U«S*  never  tried 
disarmament  -  Two  political  parties  ask  disarmament  -  ^ 


UNITED  STATES  PROPOSAL  ON  DISARMAMENT  PLACED  BEFORE  UNITED  NATIONS 

Warren  R*  Austin,  the  United  States  Chief  Delegate  to  the  United  Nations  General 
Assembly,  on  October  30  commented  on  Mr.  Molotov's  proposal  for  reduction  of  armaments* 
He  said,  among  other  things: 

"Ve  welcome  the  confidence  expressed  by  Mr*  Molotov  that  unanimous  agreement  _ 
among  all  the  nations  both  large  and  small  can  be  achieved  on  such  vital  matters  as 
the  control  of  atomic  energy,  and  on  steps  to  lighten  the  burden  of  armaments  and  mili¬ 
tary  expenditures  which  still  rests  so  heavily  tq>on  the  peoples  of  the  world* 

"The  United  States  urges  disarmament*  The  United  States  believes  that  Mr*  Molo¬ 
tov's  proposal  should  be  placed  in  o\ir  agenda  and  fully  considered  and  discussed*  *  * 

"After  the  last  war  ve  made  the  mistake  of  disarming  unilaterally*  Ve  shall 
not  repeat  that  mistake*  The  United  States  is  prepared  to  cooperate  fully  with  all 
other  members  of  the  United  Nations  in  disarmament*  It  advocates  effective  safeguards 
by  way  of  inspection  and  other  means  to  protect  complying  states  against  the  hazards 
of  violation  and  evasion* 

"We  cannot  reduce  armaments  merely  by  talking  about  the  'regulation  of  armaments 
and  possible  disarmament,'  or  the  'heavy  economic  burden  caused  by  excessive  expendi¬ 
tures  for  armaments*'  We  caxmot  achieve  it  without  positive  acts  which  %rill  establish 
the  'peaceful  post-war  conditions'  to  which  Mr*  Molotov  also  referred* 

"Nor  can  a  system  for  the  regulation  of  armeunents  and  possible  disarmament  as 
contemplated  in  Articles  11,  26  and  47  of  the  Charter  be  effectively  planned  except 
in  relation  to  progress  in  the  negotiation  of  the  armed  forces  agreements  called  for 
by  Article  43*  At  the  beginning  of  April,  four  of  the  five  members  of  the  Military 
Staff  Committee  made  specific  proposals  concerning  the  principles  which ’should  govern 
the  negotiation  of  these  agreements*  In  September  the  Soviet  Union  submitted  for  the 
first  time  a  statement  of  its  views  on  the  problem*  I  am  happy  to  note  that  Mr* 
Molotov  referred  to  the  work  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee*  I  hope  that  it  will 
now  be  possible  for  the  Committee  to  make  rapid  progress*  The  conclusion  of  these 
agreements,  providing  the  Security  Council  with  peace  forces  adequate  to  prevent  acts 
of  aggression,  is  essential  to  carrying  out  the  objectives  of  Mr*  Molotov's  resolution 
for  the  reduction  of  armaments*" 


UNITED  STATES  QUALIFIES  APPROVAL  OF  RUSSIAN  DISARMAMENT  PLAN 

The  United  States,  whose  State  Department  has  used  widely  the  phrase  "x>eace- 
loving  nation",  should  hare  been  the  first  to  propose  world-wide  disarmament  to  the 
United  Nations  Assembly*  James  Reston,  a  New  York  Times  columnist,  on  October  31 
pointed  out  that  the  United  States  which  originally  gave  leadership  to  the  U#N*, 
has  lost  the  lead  by  Its  hesitation  on  important  issues  like  disarmament*  He  stated 
that  "the  President  in  his  opening  address  to  the  Assembly  did  not  say  anything  about 
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it  and  the  first  draft  of  Warren  £•  Austin's  address  to  the  General  Assembly  did  not 
mention  it  either*  ”  He  added  that  no  reference  to  disarmament  was  planned  for 
Austin's  si>seoh,  until  Molotor's  proposal  forced  the  United  States  to  take  a  stand* 

When  Mr*  Austin  did  speak*  he  gare  only  qualified  approval  of  Russia's  disarma¬ 
ment  proposal*  In  the  first  place  he  implied  that  the  Tbiited  States  would  go  along 
with  the  proposal  if  there  were  safeguards  such  as  an  international  inspection  system* 
Such  a  position  would  be  understandable  and  important  if  either  Mr*  Molotor  or  Mr* 

Austin  contemplated  total  disarmament*  But  when  they  ask  only  a  reduction  in  arma¬ 
ments  it  seems  incredible  that  inspection  forces  should  be  required  for  that*  When 
it  is  remembered  that  the  Thiited  States  has  exclusire  possession  of  the  atom  bomb* 
has  a  superior  air  force*  a  nary  larger  than  all  other  naries  in  the  world  put  together* 
an  army  of  orer  a  million  and  reserve  forces  of  several  millions*  surely  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  for  some  reduction  to  take  place  without  a  final  agreement  on  inspection* 

Bussia  not  only  does  not  have  the  atom  bomb  but  she  has  practically  no  navy  nor  any 
real  ship-building  facilities  to  provide  one*  Her  chief  military  resources  are  in  a 
large  conscript  army  whose  usefulness  in  atomic  warfare  is  limited*  Seduction  in 
armaments  should  proceed  apace  even  while  an  inspection  plan  and  total  disarmament  are 
being  discussed* 

In  the  second  place*  Mr*  Austin  insisted  that  a  United  Bations  armed  force*  to 
be  used  against  nations*  was  essential  to  carrying  out  Mr*  Molotov's  objectives*  Tet 
Mr*  Austin  knew  that  a  month  earlier  the  Soviet  had  turned  down  a  similar  proposal  on 
the  part  of  some  members  of  the  security  Council's  Military  Staff  Committee*  It 
should  be  obvious  that  Russia  would  hesitate  to  approve  a  U*H*  Army  that  could*  in 
response  to  a  majority  under  AngleAmerican  leadership*  be  used  against  Russia*  An  in- 
tematioxial  army*  if  used  against  nations*  would  mean  war  on  a  world  scale*  It  would 
hscve  been  far  better  if  the  United  States  had  proposed  a  police  force  which  in  a  dis¬ 
armed  world  could  be  used  only  against  individuals  who  became  offenders  against  society* 
In  a  disarmed  world  a  police  fcrce  could  function  the  moment  any  individuals  began  to 
make  armaments  or  plan  for  their  use*  It  would  be  the  hei^t  of  folly  to  wait  until 
a  nation  was  armed  and  then  deal  with  it  by  an  army  throng  the  techniques  of  war* 

THS  UHITHD  STATES  HETIR  TRIED  DISARMAMEBT 

In  his  October  30  address  to  the  Ihiited  Bations  General  Assembly*  Warren  Austin 
said*  "After  the  last  war  we  made  the  siistake  of  disarming  unilaterally*  We  shall  not 
repeat  that  mistake*"  Similar  statements  hare  been  made  in  the  past  by  hi^  Army 
officers* 

The  United  States  never  tried  disarmament  even  thou^  it  was  committed  by  the _ 

Xtrsaillts  Treaty  to  da  f or  ezaiople*  in  reply  to  a  question  from  the  ^rman 

delegation  on  the  conditions  of  peace*  the  United  States  Jcined  in  a  statement  which 
said:  "The  Allied  and  Associated  Powers  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  their  requirements 
in  regard  to  German  armaments  were  not  made  solely  with  the  object  of  rendering  it 
impossible  for  Germany  to  resume  her  policy  of  military  aggression*  They  are  also 
the  first  steps  toward  that  general  reduction  and  limitation  of  armaments  which  they 
seek  to  bring  about  as  one  of  the  most  fruitful  preventives  of  war*  •  *" 

In  comment  on  this*  Lloyd  George  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  May  9$  19^  said* 

"Ye  gave  not  merely  in  tl^  treaty  itself  but  in  a  document  signed  by  M*  Clemenceau  on 
our  behalf  a  solemn  promise  that  if  Germany  disarmed  we  would  immediately  follow  her 
example*  •  *Ye  refused  to  carry  out  our  promise*  for  Germany  was  completely  disarmed*" 

let  only  did  the  United  States  not  cany  out  its  promise*  but  it  actually  in¬ 
creased  its  armaments*  The  periodical  Disarmament .  published  in  Geneva*  Switserland 
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as  a  review  of  the  acts  of  the  League  of  Hations  axid  of  govenunents  relating  to  world 
disarmament,  printed  in  their  June  1931  issue  the  following  editorial  from  the 
Youngstown,  Iowa  Telegram  of  April  4,  1931s 

"The  United  States,  despite  its  mounting  deficit  and  the  desperation  of  its 
people,  continues  to  pay  out  more  money  for  its  army  and  navy  than  any  nation  in  the  ^ 
world — almost  $750,000,000  a  year,  or  an  increase  over  pre-'war  of  l6l  per  cent, 

"Oreat  Britain,  despite  her  deficit  and  the  misery  of  her  unemployed,  continues 
to  pay  out  about  $55^00,000  a  year  on  her  military  and  naval  establishment~an  in¬ 
crease  over  pre-war  of  43  per  cent* 

"And  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  continue  this  expensive  preparation 
for  war  sigainst  weaker  and  smaller  nations,  despite  their  repeated  disarmament  pledges 
and  their  signatures  to  the  Kellogg  pact  outlawing  war*" 

What  haunened  in  the  Haval  Disarmament  Conference 

Moreover,  although  the  Ihiited  States  participated  in  the  Haval  Disarmament  Con¬ 
ference  of  1922,  disarmament  did  not  take  place*  The  following  summary  of  the  re¬ 
sults  of  the  conference  as  made  by  Bennie  Smith,  M.P*,  in  his  book  "General  Disarma¬ 
ment  or  WarT",  reveals  that  "Through  this  conference  Great  Britain,  U*S*A*,  Trance, 
Italy,  and  Japan  reached  the  following  conclusions: 

"1*  Disarmament  should  take  place  in  two  categories  of  ships;  Battleships  and 
aircraft  carriers;  a  maximum  size  for  battleships  was  fixed  of  35*000  tons  and  of  air¬ 
craft  carriers  of  27*000  tons* 

"2*  Maximum  total  tonnage  of  capital  ships  fixed: 

Great  Britain  and  U*S*A*  .  .  .525*000  tons  (each) 

Japan.  •••..•  .  *315*000  tons 

Trance  and  Italy  *  * . 175*000  tone 

"3*  Other  categories  of  ships  were  not  to  exceed  10,000  tons  each  in  size* 

(This  in  practice  has  come  to  be  regarded  as  a  minimum,  and  has  given  a  stimulus  to 
10,000  cruiser  construction*)  Otherwise  no  restriction  was  imposed* 

"4*  There  shoiild  be  a  naval  holiday  in  the  sense  of  no  replacement  for  ten  years. 

"5*  An  attempt  to  abolish  the  submarine  failed* 

"*  *  .The  fact  of  the  restrictions  being  placed  only  on  two  classes  of  ships 
left  the  door  wide  open  on  the  others*  •  *In  all,  66  battleships  were  scrapped*" 

Disarmament  Conference  actually  armament  conference 


As  a  result  of  this  conference  and  other  discussion,  it  appeared  to  the  average 
person  that  the  United  States  and  other  nations  were  seriously  interested  in  disarma¬ 
ment*  However  the  following  comment  in  the  book  "Disarmament"  by  Salvador  de  Madsmriaga, 
the  Secretary  of  the  League  of  Hations  Disarmament  Commission,  reveals  %diat  actually 
was  accomplished  in  these  disarmament  dlscussionst 

"In  effect  every  delegation  goes  to  the  conference  determined  to  secure  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  relative  armaments  of  its  own  nation,  even  though  the  conference  may 
lead  to  an  all-around  reduction  of  absolute  armaments*  What  matters  for  the  expert 
is:  (a)  the  national  standing  power  in  relation  to  that  of  the  nation’s  potential 
adversary;  (b)  the  national  potential  po%rer  (power  for  expanding  armaments)  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  that  of  the  nation’s  adversary.  It  is  clear  that  a  cleverly  conducted  nego¬ 
tiation  in  conference  may  increase  these  two  relative  quantities  even  thou^  the  abso¬ 
lute  values  concerned  be  reduced* 
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”•  •  .The  Tiev  that  narlet  can  he  dealt  with  apart  from  armies  Is  held  exclu- 
elTcly  h7  the  hig  naral  powers,  who,  conscious  of  their  superiority  at  sea,  and  know^ 
ing  that  in  any  case  they  shall  keep  it,  prefer  to  negotiate  sea  affairs  without  hav¬ 
ing  to  pay  land  favors  with  sea  price*  On  the  other  hand,  co\mtriee  such  as  France, 
^ose  main  strength  is  in  the  army,  prefer  to  go  into  the  market  place  of  negotiation 
as  a  strong  armed  power,  in  order  to  he  in  a  position  to  sell  land  reductions  in  ex¬ 
change  for  sea  positions*  •  .Such  an  attitude  rests  on  the  assumption  that  so-called 
disarmament  discussions  are  in  fact  armament  discussions,  and  that  whatever  the  label, 
the  commodity  hou^t  and  sold  in  the  market  is  power*” 

&er«»u>«  leaders  questioned  unilateral  disarmament 

As  a  result  of  the  failure  of  the  United  States  and  other  powers  to  disarm,  some 
German  leaders  in  the  thirties  began  to  point  to  the  section  of  the  Yersallles  Treaty 
which  said  ”In  order  to  render  possible  the  Initiation  of  a  general  limitation  of  the 
armaments  of  all  nations  Germany  undertakes  strictly  to  observe  the  military,  naval, 
and  air  clauses  which  follow*”  The  question  they  raised  was,  if  the  disarmament  of 
Germany  and  Huzigary  is  an  obligation  dependent  on  the  disarmament  of  other  powers, 
idien  is  it  clear  that  the  failure  of  the  other  powers  to  disarm  released  Germany  and 
Hungaxy  from  their  treaty  obligations? 

In  line  with  this  discussion,  the  German  Minister  for  Defense,  Herr  Groener, 
said  in  the  Reichstag  on  March  9«  1931:  "Ve  are  entitled  to  the  same  degree  of  secur¬ 
ity  as  is  claimed  by  other  States*  We  claim  general  disarmament  in  the  interests  of 
peace  and  of  the  reconstruction  of  Europe,  %diich  is  the  most  urgent  requirement  of  our 
time*  Germany  is  prepared  to  cooperate  positively  in  any  kind  of  disarmament  under¬ 
taken  on  the  basis  of  equality*  M.  Maginot  pointed  out  that  France  had  already  tedcen 
disarmsiment  into  account,  that  she  had  reduced  the  number  of  her  divisions  as  against 
1913  and  had  fewer  men  under  the  colours  than  at  that  time*  He  said  that  she  had  sub¬ 
stituted  one-year's  service  for  the  three-years'  service*  That  is,  however,  not  dis¬ 
armament,  but  a  well-thought-out  change  in  armcunents,  which  takes  into  account  the 
experience  gained  in  the  war  said  the  development  of  military  science*  The  attacking 
strength  of  the  French  Army  has  not  been  thereby  reduced;  it  has  been  considerably 
increased* ” 

Much  more  could  be  said,  but  history  is  clear  that  the  United  States  did  not 
disarm,  that  a  disarmed  Germany  finally  did  rearm,  using  as  its  excuse  the  breaking 
by  the  United  States,  Britain,  France  and  others  of  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the 
Versailles  Treaty*  Moreover,  such  action  by  Germany  was  in  part  caused  by  the  arma¬ 
ments  of  the  Thiited  States*  In  turn  the  rearming  of  Germany  led  to  more  arming  by 
the  United  States  and  other  nations* 

The  Ihxited  States  lost  a  great  opportunity  to  encourage  world-wide  disarmament 
when  Germany  was  disarmed*  As  a  result  we  permitted  and  encouraged  military  prepara¬ 
tion  which  could  only  be  used  for  another  war*  Now  both  Germany  and  Japan  are  dis¬ 
armed*  Russia  has  suggested  reduction  in  arms*  No  time  must  be  lost  in  persuading 
the  Ihiited  States  to  seek  total  world-wide  disarmament  if  we  are  to  prevent  a  third 
world  war* 


TWO  POLITICAL  PARTIES  ASK  DISARMAMENT 

The  Liberal  Party  of  New  York  State  in  a  full-page  ad  in  the  October  23  New  York 
Post  endorsed  disarmament  as  a  part  of  their  foreign  policy  program*  The  ad  said:  "The 
United  States  should  take  the  lead  in  promoting  a  program  of  world  disarmament*”  The 
Socialist  Party  adso  endorsed  disarmament,  saying  that  "all  nations  and  especially  the 
great  powers  must  renounce  national  sovereignty,  national  armies.  .  .and  forever  end 
iiiq;>erialisn.  .  .” 
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